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DETAILED ACTION 

Response to Arguments 

Applicant's arguments filed 1 1/24/08 have been fully considered but they are not 
persuasive. 
Page 7, section I: 

The examiner does not agree with the applicant that paragraphs 134-138 of the 
published application give support to the newly amended claims. The applicant is 
invited to indicate to the examiner in the next response how the amendments are 
supported by these paragraphs. 

Page 9, first paragraph: 

The applicant argues that the examiner relies on Knudson to teach "that the 
advertisement information is targeted at a user and targeted at a specific type of 
portable information terminal apparatus the user is operating." The limitation of 
targeting information at a specific type of device is a new limitation and has not been 
rejected by the prior art. Knudson does teach targeting information at a specific user. 
Figure 16 of Knudson teaches a user setting up preferences for controlling a 
controllable ticker (column 16, lines 18-41). Figure 24 shows that the controllable ticker 
can contain an advertisement (column 18, line 61 to column 19, line 28). It's the opinion 
of the examiner that the user preference setting taught in figure 16 would control the 
advertisements taught in the controllable ticker shown in figure 24. 
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Page 10, first paragraph: 

Applicant's arguments fail to comply with 37 CFR 1 .1 1 1 (b) because they amount 

to a general allegation that the claims define a patentable invention without specifically 

pointing out how the language of the claims patentably distinguishes them from the 

references. Specifically, the applicant argues that none of the references teach the new 

limitation of targeting an advertisement at a specific type of device. Bowser discloses a 

system wherein information is targeted at a specific type of device (column 6, lines 46- 

54), it is the interpretation of the examiner that as the data is EPG data (column 4, lines 

60-63) that the data could include the EPG advertisement data taught by Knudson. 



Claim Rejections - 35 USC §112 

The following is a quotation of the first paragraph of 35 U.S.C. 1 12: 

The specification shall contain a written description of the invention, and of the manner and process of 
making and using it, in such full, clear, concise, and exact terms as to enable any person skilled in the 
art to which it pertains, or with which it is most nearly connected, to make and use the same and shall 
set forth the best mode contemplated by the inventor of carrying out his invention. 

Claims 1, 5, 6, and 7 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 112, first paragraph, as failing 
to comply with the written description requirement. The claim(s) contains subject matter 
which was not described in the specification in such a way as to reasonably convey to 
one skilled in the relevant art that the inventor(s), at the time the application was filed, 
had possession of the claimed invention. The added limitation of targeting a specific 
type of device is not found in the specification. 
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Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 101 
35 U.S.C. 101 reads as follows: 

Whoever invents or discovers any new and useful process, machine, manufacture, or composition of 
matter, or any new and useful improvement thereof, may obtain a patent therefor, subject to the 
conditions and requirements of this title. 

Claim 7 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 101 because the claimed invention is directed to 
non-statutory subject matter. The claim refers to a computer program, which does not 
fit into one of the statutory categories. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 1 03(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set 
forth in section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and 
the prior art are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the 
invention was made to a person having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. 
Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in which the invention was made. 

Claims 1-7 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over 
Bowser in view of Newberry in view of Oral in view of Knudson. 

Referring to claim 1, Bowser discloses a portable information terminal apparatus 
comprising: 

acquiring means for acquiring a plurality of pieces of program information 
(column 4, line 60); 

first display controlling means for controlling display on a display screen of said 
program information acquired by said acquiring means (column 4, lines 60-63); 
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wherein the program information comprises information targeted at a specific 
type of portable information terminal apparatus the user is operating (column 6, lines 
46-54); 

second display controlling means for controlling display on said display screen of 
said other program information after retrieval by said retrieving means (column 5, lines 
2-6). 

Bowser does not disclose an apparatus with extracting means for extracting a 
time included in said program information; and retrieving means which, based on the 
time extracted by said extracting means, retrieves other program information about 
programs to be broadcast in a time slot relative to said program information; and 
wherein said acquiring means acquires said program information by transmitting 
through a network, a request including a unique user ID to a provider and acquires said 
program information applicable to the user ID through said network; and 

wherein the other program information comprises advertisement information 
targeted at a user. 

In an analogous art, Newberry teaches an apparatus with extracting means for 
extracting a time included in said program information; and retrieving means which, 
based on the time extracted by said extracting means, retrieves other program 
information about programs to be broadcast in a time slot relative to said program 
information (column 1, lines 53-57). 

At the time of the invention it would have been obvious for one of ordinary skill in 
the art to add the time segment extraction taught by Newberry in the apparatus 
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disclosed by Bowser. The motivation would have been to provide a small amount of 
data to the PDA as it has a limit of how much information it can display at one time 
(Bowser: column 7, lines 18-20). 

Bowser and Newberry do not disclose an apparatus wherein said acquiring 
means acquires said program information by transmitting through a network, a request 
including a unique user ID to a provider and acquires said program information 
applicable to the user ID through said network; and 

wherein the other program information comprises advertisement information 
targeted at a user. 

In an analogous art, Oral teaches an apparatus wherein said acquiring means 
acquires said program information by transmitting through a network, a request 
including a unique user ID to a provider and acquires said program information 
applicable to the user ID through said network (column 3, lines 48-50, 52-53, and 59- 
61). 

At the time of the invention it would have been obvious for one of ordinary skill in 
the art to add the user specific EPG requesting taught by Oral to the apparatus taught 
by Bowser and Newberry. The motivation would have been to allow different users to 
create their own favorite program lists. 

Bowser, Newberry and Oral do not disclose an apparatus wherein the other 
program information comprises advertisement information targeted at a user. 
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In an analogous art, Knudson teaches an apparatus wherein the other program 
information comprises advertisement information targeted at a user (figure 16; figure 24; 
column 18, line 61 to column 19, line 28). 

At the time of the invention, it would have been obvious for one of ordinary skill in 
the art to add the imbedded advertisement taught by Knudson to the system disclosed 
by Bowser, Newberry and Oral. The motivation would have been to allow for the EPG 
information to generate revenue for the distributor, by allowing companies to sponsor 
the data. 

Claims 5, 6, and 7 are rejected on the same grounds as claim 1 . 

Referring to claim 2, Bowser does not disclose a portable information terminal 
apparatus according to claim 1 , wherein said time is a broadcast start time. 

In an analogous art, Newberry teaches a portable information terminal apparatus 
according to claim 1 , wherein said time is a broadcast start time (column 1 , lines 53-57; 
Note: it would be inherent that a time segment would contain beginning and ending 
times). 

At the time of the invention it would have been obvious for one of ordinary skill in 
the art to add the time segment extraction taught by Newberry in the apparatus 
disclosed by Bowser. The motivation would have been to provide a small amount of 
data to the PDA as it has a limit of how much information it can display at one time 
(Bowser: column 7, lines 18-20). 
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Referring to claim 3, Bowser discloses a portable information terminal apparatus 
according to claim 1 , further comprising third display controlling means which, if any 
program name is selected by a user performing an operation from among said other 
program information displayed on said display screen under control of said second 
display controlling means, then controls display on said display screen of detailed 
program information about the selected program information (column 7, lines 31-39; 
Note: the favorite channel creating system is being interpreted as the third display 
controller). 

Referring to claim 4, Bowser discloses a portable information terminal apparatus 
according to claim wherein, said other program information cannot be displayed entirely 
at one time on said display screen, then said second display controlling means calls up 
an un-displayed part of said other program information for display based on an 
operation performed by a user (column 7, lines 18-20 and 31-32). 

Conclusion 

Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Justin E. Shepard whose telephone number is (571 ) 
272-5967. The examiner can normally be reached on 7:30-5 M-F. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Chris Kelley can be reached on (571 ) 272-7331 . The fax phone number for 
the organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 571-273-8300. 
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Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the 
Patent Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for 
published applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. 
Status information for unpublished applications is available through Private PAIR only. 
For more information about the PAIR system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should 
you have questions on access to the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic 
Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). If you would like assistance from a 
USPTO Customer Service Representative or access to the automated information 
system, call 800-786-9199 (IN USA OR CANADA) or 571-272-1000. 

/Chris Kelley/ 

Supervisory Patent Examiner, Art 
Unit 2424 
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